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Located in the western part of Myanmar, Rakhine (Arakan) state occupies a unique geographic position in the Southeast Asian region. Historically, the ancient Arakanese kingdoms served as an important bridge between the Islamic civilizations to the west and the Buddhist tradition to the east. Despite its low level of economic development, Rakhine serves as an essential political as well as economic corridor for Myanmar, connecting the country to regional centres in Africa and the Middle East, as well India. The state is rich in natural resources, and has emerged as a popular tourist destination in recent years, opening up its pristine beaches and archaeological sites to the world. 

Decades of political turmoil as well as Myanmar’s exclusion from the world economy have left Rakhine impoverished, a pattern of socio-economic exigencies that are quite similar to those faced by other regions within the country. However, the state has also dealt with sporadic episodes of communal conflict and violence between the ethnic Rakhine Buddhists and Muslims. Since the outbreak of violent riots in 2012, more than 140,000 people have lived in temporary displacement camps in various parts of the state. Furthermore, it is estimated that overall more than 300,000 people in Rakhine are currently in urgent need of humanitarian assistance, a majority of who are concentrated in Northern Rakhine.

The purpose of this report is to inform donors, aid agencies, government ministries, and other key stakeholders interested in the socio-economic status of Rakhine state over the last five years. Rakhine, along with the rest of Myanmar, now stands at the threshold of a new political reality that has the potential to transform lives. In these times of rapid transition, it is hoped that this report can provide interested groups and individuals with necessary facts about Rakhine and its people. The report is divided into six sections focusing on history, demographics, the economic context, the social context, conflict, and a fact sheet for quick reference. 
[bookmark: _Toc448141295]RESEARCH OBJECTIVES 

This report has been written with the overall objective of informing relevant stakeholders, including donors, aid agencies, government ministries, and other interested individuals and/or groups who wish to learn more about the current socio-economic status of Rakhine state. The report combines quantitative data from a variety of different sources, as well as qualitative information which serves to provide context to the former. 

The report also serves a few specific objectives:

1. On key social and economic indicators, the data presented aims to provide a comparative outlook with the Myanmar national averages. 
2. The methodology used (described below) serves to extract the most reliable and readily available data on the region to ensure validity. 
3. The report also aims to provide the most up to date information that is currently available, within the parameters of reliability and validity. 
4. The report however, is not designed to be prescriptive. It is instead hoped that the data presented in this report can be used to aid any prescriptive exercise in the future. 
5. The report does not intend to reflect the views and opinions of any particular organisational/institutional entity, and tries to achieve this through a mix of information drawn from government, independent research, news media, and international and local NGO sources operating in the region. 

This report has been visualised as a document that shall remain ‘work in progress’ as more socio-economic research and data becomes available on Rakhine state. For this reason, we welcome continued feedback from all interested parties. 
[bookmark: _Toc448141296]METHODOLOGY

The report is designed to ensure reliability and validity, and relies on a broad-based literature review of relevant publications from different sources. The sources used include government reports, publications produced by think tanks, research institutes, international organisations and local NGOs, and international and local news media. The choice of sources was guided by the reliability of the source (organisational as well as individual in the case of news media), and the time frame within which a particular publication was made available to the public. Where possible, this report has tried to use the most recently available statistical data, while at the same time ensuring that the reliability and validity of the source is not compromised. This report does not make use of primary data, although some contextual research was carried out by the author over the course of writing this report through a field visit to Sittwe, Rakhine state in February 2016.

One of the main aims of the chosen methodology is to present the data as it appears in the source, and subsequently attempt to provide relevant insight into any significant variations that exist (particularly statistical variations among sources). The overall methodology however, is not guided by an aim to be prescriptive. It should be noted that since information has been extracted from sources that were based on different individual methodologies of their own, terminological differences often arise within this report. Where possible, such differences have been highlighted in the footnotes. However, it is not an aim of this report to account for these differences. 

Although a key aim of this report is to help the readers make comparisons with available data, the aforementioned variation in source methodology might limit the extent to which this is possible. Nonetheless, this report tries to ensure that where comparisons are made, data is drawn from the same source, or sources that have been produced in a similar time frame. 

A key limitation that directly affects the twin aim of reliability and validity is the dependence on government sources for important census data. It should be recognised that currently available data from the Government of Myanmar excludes a section of the population in Rakhine state (classified as non-enumerated in census reports). The data presented is therefore often skewed in favour certain populations. This report tries to overcome this by presenting information from other sources, wherever possible and desirable. 

We also recognise that there still exists a wealth of information on the region that has not been incorporated into this report, and it is hoped that readers might find the section on Further Reading useful in this regard. 
[bookmark: _Toc448141297]RAKHINE FACT SHEET

Capital: Sittwe

Population[footnoteRef:1]: 3, 188, 807 (total); 1, 526,402/47.9% (male); 1, 662,405/52.1% (female) [1:  2014 Myanmar Population and Housing Census, May 2015. Note: Census data from government sources is currently unlikely to be completely representative given the exclusion of non-enumerated populations.] 


Urban Population[footnoteRef:2]: 354, 288 (17%) [2:  Ibid. ] 


· Urban Centres (% of urban population in each district)[footnoteRef:3]: Sittwe (25%), Maungdaw (23%), Thandwe (17.8%), Mrauk-U (13.5%), Kyaukphyu (10.1%) [3:  Ibid. ] 


Rural Population[footnoteRef:4]: 1, 744,519 (83%) [4:  Ibid. ] 


IDP (Internally Displaced Persons) Population[footnoteRef:5]: 118,084 [5:  Shelter NFI CCCM Rakhine Cluster Analysis Report, UNHCR et al., 1 March 2016.] 


Ethnicities[footnoteRef:6]: 60% (Rakhine), 30% (Muslim), 10% (Chin, Kaman (also Muslim), Mro, Chakma, Dainet, and Maramagri) [6:  Myanmar: The Politics of Rakhine State, International Crisis Group, 2014. Note: The source does not define the terms ‘Muslim’ and ‘Rakhine’ explicitly, although it could be assumed that ‘Rakhine’ refers to the ethnic Rakhine people. Since the Kaman are Muslim as well, but not accounted for in the 30% for Muslim, it is difficult to identify specific demographics in the absence of officially recognised data. ] 


Religion[footnoteRef:7]: 65% (Theravada Buddhism), 30% (Islam), 5% (Hinduism, Christianity, others) [7:  Ibid. Note: The figures have been estimated from the data available on ethnicity, since official census data according to religion is currently unavailable. ] 


Administrative Divisions[footnoteRef:8]: 5 districts (Sittwe, Mrauk-U, Maungdaw, Kyaukphyu, Thandwe), 17 townships: [8:  2014 Myanmar Population and Housing Census, May 2015.; The State of Local Governance: Trends in Rakhine, UNDP, 2015. ] 

· Sittwe (Sittwe, Ponnagyun, Pauktaw, Rathedaung)
· Mrauk-U (Mrauk-U, Kyauktaw, Minbya, Myebon)
· Maungdaw (Maungdaw, Buthidaung)
· Kyaukphyu (Kyaukphyu, Mannaung, Rambree, Ann)
· Thandwe (Thandwe, Taungup, Gwa)
133 Wards, 1040 village tracts, 3931 villages

2015 Election Results[footnoteRef:9]: Amyotha Hluttaw or Upper House (Arakan National Party or ANP, 10 seats; National League for Democracy or NLD, 1 seat; Union Solidarity and Development Party or USDP, 1 seat)  [9:  “No official objections yet against election winners in Rakhine State”, Myitmakha News Agency, 27 November, 2015. ] 


Pyithu Hluttaw or Lower House (ANP, 12 seats; NLD, 4 seats; USDP, 1 seat)

Rakhine State Legislature (ANP, 22 seats; NLD, 9 seats; USDP, 3 seats; Independent, 1 seats; Military Appointees, 12 seats)

2016-2017 State Budget[footnoteRef:10]: MMK 145 billion (USD 118 million) [10:  “Reduced Rakhine State budget under fire”, Myanmar Times, 28 January 2016. ] 


Poverty[footnoteRef:11]: 78% (World Bank, 2014), 43.5% (UNDP IHLCA, 2011) [11:  Myanmar: Ending poverty and boosting shared prosperity in a time of transition, World Bank, 2014; Integrated Household Living Conditions Assessment (IHLCA) 2009-10. Note: The World Bank figure is based on a re-estimation of the same data used in the IHLCA, along with a more comprehensive measure of consumption expenditures including health costs and durable goods, and adjustment for cost of living differences in different regions of Myanmar. ] 


Income sources[footnoteRef:12]: Casual labour (26%), fishing (26%), small non-agricultural businesses (15%).  [12:  LIFT Baseline Assessment conducted for Tat Lan Programme, 2014. ] 


Maternal Well-being[footnoteRef:13]: 1.4% (mortality); 88.7% (ante-natal care visits); 11.7% (births in health facility) [13:  Rakhine Response Plan, UNOCHA, 2013; Rakhine State: A Snapshot of Child Wellbeing, UNICEF, 2013. Note: The UNOCHA data is based on the Ministry of National Planning and Economic Development, CSO, Statistical Yearbook 2011; Health Management Information System (2011); Myanmar Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (2009-10); Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey (2009-10); Fertility and Reproductive Health Survey (2007); and Reproductive Needs Assessment (1999). The UNICEF data is based on results of the Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) 2009-10 and the Myanmar National AIDS Programme 2012.] 


Child Well-being[footnoteRef:14]: 7.5% (under-5 mortality); 37.4% (underweight); 49.9% (stunting); 10.8% (wasting); 99.4% (immunization) [14:  Ibid.; Note: The figure for under-5 child mortality is from the Myanmar Population and Housing Census, 2014. The UNICEF document gives a figure of 26.9% (per 1000 births).The exclusion of non-enumerated population in the census, as well as new data collected since 2009-10 might account for this difference. ] 


Malnutrition[footnoteRef:15]: 4.5% (severe acute malnutrition, rural camps); 14.4% (global acute malnutrition, rural camps), 3.1% (global acute malnutrition, urban camps) [15:  Rakhine Response Plan, UNOCHA, 2013. Note: The UNOCHA data is based on results from Nutrition Surveys conducted by Save the Children and Action Contre la Faim in Sittwe IDP camps in December 2012 and January 2013. ] 


Adult Literacy[footnoteRef:16]: 80.1% (Union average 95.8%) [16:  Integrated Households Living Conditions Assessment (IHLCA-2), IHLCA PTU, 2011. ] 


Net enrollment[footnoteRef:17]: 71.4% (primary), 32% (secondary) [17:  Ibid. 	] 


Natural Resources[footnoteRef:18]: Petroleum, natural gas, hydropower, industrial minerals [18:  “Rakhine push for fair share of resources”, Myanmar Times, 25 August 2013. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141298]SECTION ONE: A BRIEF HISTORY OF RAKHINE

Throughout its history, Burma has witnessed a fluid movement of populations across borders, and Rakhine state is no exception. It should be noted at the very outset however, that much of this history remains contested, and multiple Rakhine identities have existed simultaneously during different moments in history.
[bookmark: _Toc448141299]1.1 Pre-Colonial Period (327 AD - 1826 AD)
Prior to 1989, Rakhine was known as the Arakan State. The pre-colonial history of Arakan consists of five historical periods, beginning with the ancient Arakanese kingdom of Dhanyawadi. The centre of Arakanese subsequently moved to Waithali around 4th century AD, and subsequently to Lemro. Little historical evidence is available about the ancient Arakanese kingdoms that existed before the kingdom of Mrauk-U was established in 1430 with the military assistance from the Sultan of Bengal.[footnoteRef:19] The kingdom went through an initial period of subordination to the Sultan, and hence even Rakhine Buddhist kings are thought to have adopted Muslim titles.[footnoteRef:20] Mrauk-U became an independent kingdom in 1531, and finally fell to the Burmese forces led by the Burmese King Bodawpaya in 1784-85.[footnoteRef:21] The Rakhine kingdom was officially annexed into Burma, and an estimated 200,000 fled to Chittagong (in present day Bangladesh).[footnoteRef:22] The Burmese control over Arakan did not last, and following the First Anglo-Burmese War in 1825, Arakan was annexed into British India. The British shifted the capital of Arakan to Akyab (now known as Sittwe).  [19:  International Crisis Group. “Myanmar: The Politics of Rakhine State.” Yangon, Brussels: ICG. 22 October 2014, p.2. Web. ]  [20:  Ibid. ]  [21:  Ibid. ]  [22:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141300]1.2 British Colonialism (1826 AD - 1948 AD)
The experience of British colonialism shaped much of Rakhine state into its present-day political realities. Following the annexation of Arakan, a significant number of Muslims migrated to the state from Bengal. The religious and ethnic fabric created by such migration resulted in significant resentment within the Rakhine Buddhist community who blamed their socio-economic problems on the Muslim migrants.[footnoteRef:23] The British used a decisive divide-and-rule policy to ensure complete control over the region. By 1942 however, the simmering communal tensions in the state erupted into violence, when the Japanese invasion of Burma caused a significant difference in loyalties among the Rakhine Buddhists and the Muslims.[footnoteRef:24] After the end of World War II in 1945, just as Burma prepared to gain independence from the British, a Rakhine Muslim mujahideen rebellion further complicated the relationship between the two communities.[footnoteRef:25]  [23:  Ibid., p.3]  [24:  Ibid.; Far Eastern Economic Review. “Distant Exile: Rohingyas seek new life in Middle East.” Hong Kong: FEER. 28 January 1993, p.24. Print. ]  [25:  Thit Maung, Yebaw. “Civil Insurgency in Burma.” Yangon: Ministry of Information. 1989, p.30. Print. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141301]1.3 Political Turmoil Post-Independence (1948 AD- Present)
The post-independence period is marked by two distinct experiences in the history of Rakhine: the Rakhine Muslim mujahideen rebellion; and the 1962 military coup. The Rakhine Muslim mujahideen rebels demanded the right of the Muslim population in northern Rakhine to live as full citizens in an autonomous Muslim zone. This demand was rejected by the newly formed Burmese government, and authorities placed restrictions on the movement of Muslims from the north to Sittwe.[footnoteRef:26] The restrictions caused deep resentment among the Muslims rebels, while the Rakhine Buddhists viewed the breakdown of law and order in the state as a matter that must be dealt with strongly by the government.[footnoteRef:27] Although the rebellion was ultimately defeated by the Burmese military, the experience permanently altered the personal histories of the local population. In 1961, the government set up the Mayu Frontier Administration in northern Rakhine, and this was also the time around which populations of the Mayu Frontier began to use the word “Rohingya” to describe themselves.[footnoteRef:28]  [26:  Ibid.; International Crisis Group. “Myanmar: The Politics of Rakhine State.” Yangon, Brussels: ICG. 22 October 2014, p.4. Web. ]  [27:  Ibid. ]  [28:  Ibid. ] 


The 1962 military coup, however, put an end to the political violence in the state. It also put an end to Muslim political activity, and the military took on a more hardline stance towards the status of minorities in the country.[footnoteRef:29] The Muslims of Rakhine state particularly bore the brunt of prevailing political turmoil during this period. The mass refugee exodus of 1971 and 1992, as well as the government’s decision to establish Buddhist settlements in north Rakhine characterised the crux of Rakhine’s post-independence historical experience in terms of religious and ethnic tensions (See section V on Conflict for more details).  [29:  Ibid. ] 


In 1989, the military government of Myanmar renamed Arakan State as ‘Rakhine’. 

Following the violent crackdown of student protestors during the 1998 Nationwide Popular Pro-Democracy Protests, and the Burmese military government’s rejection of popular mandate for the NLD in the 1990 elections, Rakhine witnessed greater militarization and Bamar control in a manner similar to that experienced by other regions in Myanmar. In 2008, the new Constitution was adopted by the government through a referendum. It was however, criticised by ethnic leaders in the country (including in Rakhine) as “entrenching Bamar power and authority over the seven ethnic states”,[footnoteRef:30] fuelling dissatisfaction over the management of ethnic and local affairs by the central government. [30:  Centre for Diversity and National Harmony. “Rakhine State Needs Assessment.” Myanmar: CDNH. September 2015, p.3. Web.] 




[bookmark: _Toc448141302]SECTION TWO: DEMOGRAPHICS
[bookmark: _Toc448141303]2.1 Population
Rakhine State, like many other parts of Myanmar, is home to a diverse ethnic population. The 2014 Myanmar Population and Housing Census states Rakhine’s total population as 3,188,807 persons (as of 29 March 2014). Of these, 2,098,807 persons were enumerated during the census, while an estimated 1,090,000 persons were not enumerated.[footnoteRef:31] The government also estimates that the population of Rakhine has increased by about 56% between the 1983 and 2014 Censuses.[footnoteRef:32] [31:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Department of Population, Ministry of Immigration and Population. “Rakhine State: Census Report Volume 3-K.” dop.gov.mm. May 2015, p. 11. Web. Note: For more information on the rationale behind exclusion of certain populations from census data, refer to http://reliefweb.int/report/myanmar/myanmar-releases-population-count-census (statement by UNFPA).]  [32:  Ibid., p.12] 


The population of Rakhine ranks 8th in size as compared to other states and regions in Myanmar, behind Magway, Bago, Sagaing, Shan, Mandalay, Ayeyarwady, and Yangon (in that order). As a proportion of the total population of the country, Rakhine has witnessed a slight increase from 5.8% in 1983 to 6.2% in 2014.[footnoteRef:33] [33:  Ibid., p.12] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141304]2.2 Sex
The male population of the state according to Census data is 1,526,402 (47.87%), while the female population is 1,662,405 (52.13%). Approximately 23.2% of the households in Rakhine are female-headed.[footnoteRef:34] [34:  Ibid., p.1] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141305]2.3 Age Group
In terms of age group, 31.1% of the population is in the age group of 0-4 years (child), 62.2% of the population is in the age group of 15-64 years (economically productive), and 6.7% of the population is in the age group of 65+ years (elderly). The median age of the population is 26 years.[footnoteRef:35] [35:  Ibid., p.1. Note: Since the figures are drawn directly from the census, they are unlikely to be representative of the populations currently living in peri-urban camps and temporary settlements. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141306]2.4 Urban/Rural
The demographic spread of the state is largely rural, with only 17% (or 354,288 persons) of the population living in urban areas.[footnoteRef:36] The main urban centres of the state according percentage of urban population are: Sittwe (25%), Maungdaw (23%), Thandwe (17.8%), Mrauk-U (13.5%), Kyaukphyu (10.1%).[footnoteRef:37]  [36:  Ibid., p.1]  [37:  Ibid., p.21] 


[bookmark: _Toc448141307]2.5 Internally Displaced Persons
As of 2016, there are an estimated 118,084 internally displaced people (IDPs) in the state.[footnoteRef:38] Moreover, approximately 94,000 refugees and migrants are estimated to have departed from Rakhine state and the border areas of Bangladesh by sea in 2014, fleeing from poverty and communal conflict in the region.[footnoteRef:39] The number of departures has fallen since, with an estimated 30,700 people departing from the borders of Myanmar and Bangladesh in 2015.[footnoteRef:40]  [38:  United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) et al. “Shelter-NFI-CCCM Rakhine Cluster Analysis Report.” Myanmar: UNHCR. 1 March 2016. Web. ]  [39:  United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR). UNHCR Tracks. “Abandoned at Sea.” Myanmar: UNHCR. 26 August 2015. Web. Note: The UNHCR defines a ‘refugee’ as a person fleeing armed conflict or persecution. A ‘migrant’  is defined as any person who willingly chooses to move not because of direct threat of persecution or death, but mainly to improve their lives by finding work, or in some cases for education, family reunion, or other reasons. ]  [40:  United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR). UNHCR Regional Office for South-East Asia. “Maritime Movements in South-East Asia in 2015.” February 2016, p.3. Web. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141308]2.6 Ethnicity and Religion
Around 60% of the population identifies itself as Rakhine Buddhist. Approximately 30% of the population is Muslim, while the remaining 10% comprises of different groups including Chin (who are Buddhist, Christian or animist), Mro, Chakma, Dainet, Maramagri, Kaman (also Muslim), and Khami.[footnoteRef:41] Majority of the Muslim population in Rakhine lives in the northern part of the state, concentrated primarily in Maungdaw and Buthidaung townships. In the absence of exact survey figures based on religion however, these numbers are only based on estimates. There are additional difficulties involved in accounting for the Muslim population residing within the state owing to conflict related displacement as well as cross-border migration into neighbouring countries, particularly Bangladesh. The question of citizenship vis-à-vis the Muslim population is discussed later in the section on Conflict.  [41:  International Crisis Group. “Myanmar: The Politics of Rakhine State.” Yangon, Brussels: ICG. 22 October 2014, p.1. Web. Note: The figures are based on preliminary results of the 2014 Myanmar census.] 


















[bookmark: _Toc448141309]SECTION THREE: THE ECONOMIC CONTEXT
[bookmark: _Toc448141310]3.1 Poverty
The 2009-10 Integrated Household Living Conditions Assessment (IHLCA-2) study found a poverty rate of 43.5% in Rakhine, against a rate of 25.6% nationally.[footnoteRef:42] However, a more recent study by the World Bank that utilized a different methodology to analyse the same data suggests that the incidence of poverty in Rakhine might be the highest in the country at 78%, against a rate of 37.5% nationally.[footnoteRef:43] The methodology used by the World Bank is based on an analysis of IHLCA-2 data, as well as insights from other studies, surveys and reports that are more narrowly focused on different geographic and/or thematic areas.  [42:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. IHLCA Project Technical Unit. “Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey in Myanmar (2009-2010): Poverty Profile.” Yangon: IHLCA PTU. June 2011, p.15. Web. ]  [43:  World Bank Group. “Myanmar: Ending poverty and boosting shared prosperity in a time of transition.” Myanmar: WBG. November 2014, pp. 21-23. Web. ] 


Two important issues are highlighted by the World Bank in its report[footnoteRef:44]:  [44:  Ibid. ] 


1. It is not possible to make a direct comparison of the incidence of poverty in Myanmar to that in other countries based on the 2005 PPP $1.25/day line due to the lack of reliable price-survey estimates of the 2005  PPP conversion factors for Myanmar. 
2. Key socioeconomic indicators such as the incidence of stunting and malnutrition among children show a high incidence of non-income poverty. 

It is hoped that the new census data will provide an updated sampling frame that can attend to the limitations and potential biases encountered during the IHLCA-2, especially the lack of reliable survey data collected from conflict-affected areas within the country. 
[bookmark: _Toc448141311]3.2 Income Sources
The population in Rakhine is largely dependent on fishing and agricultural casual labour as the main sources of income. Casual labour accounts for 26% of the income source. The agriculture sector hires the highest number of casual labourers during harvest season, and during the rainy season for land preparation. Fishing also accounts for 26% of the income source, while small non-agricultural businesses account for around 15% of the income source.[footnoteRef:45] [45:  Livelihoods and Food Security Trust (LIFT) Fund and CARE International, Myanmar. “Tat Lan Sustainable Food Security and Livelihoods Program: Baseline Assessment.” Myanmar: CARE. November 2014. Print.] 

 
In a survey done in Pauktaw, Kyaukpyu, Minbya, and Myebon townships, it was found that 54% of households sold their crops, livestock, aquaculture or fishing products during the 12 months preceding the survey.[footnoteRef:46] The proportion, however, was lower for female headed households (27%) as compared to male headed households (58%).[footnoteRef:47] The main crop sold in the survey areas was paddy or rice. [46:  Ibid. ]  [47:  Ibid. ] 

 
Another survey carried out in Northern Rakhine sheds light on the sale of agricultural produce and livestock as important sources of incomes for households. For instance, crop sales account for almost 40% of cash income as a proportion of total income among middle income households in Buthidaung, however livestock sales only account for about 6% of their cash income.[footnoteRef:48] On the other hand, livestock sales account for about 16% of cash income among very poor households in Buthidaung, but crop sales account for only about 7%. In Maungdaw, a similar pattern in observed. Crop sales account for a little over 40% of cash income among middle households, but only about 2% among very poor households. On the other hand, livestock sales are negligible among middle income households, but still contribute around 9% among very poor households.[footnoteRef:49]  [48:  CARE. “Household Livelihoods Baseline Report: Buthidaung, Maungdaw Townships, Rakhine State, Myanmar.” 2013, p.18-20, 28-30. Print. ]  [49:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141312]3.3 Livelihood Zones
There are broadly three livelihood zones in Rakhine state[footnoteRef:50]: [50:  Save the Children UK. “A Cost of Diet Analysis in Three Livelihood Zones in Rakhine State, Myanmar.” London: Save the Children, UK. 2013, p.5. Web. ] 

 
· Coastal fishing (CFZ): located in the coastal lowland of Pauktaw, Myebon and Kyauk Phyu Townships, in areas that border hills and do not have access to much agricultural land. Capture fishing and fish/shrimp processing, and labour and trade related to these, are the main livelihood activities.
· Embankment paddy (EPZ): located in embankment-protected lowland plain areas that lie between hills and coastal areas in Pauktaw, Myebon and Kyauk Phyu Townships. Agriculture, fishing, labour and trade are the main livelihood activities.
· Inland agriculture (IAZ): located at the base of the Rakhine mountains and borders the Embankment Paddy Livelihood Zone. It is an agricultural zone and cultivation is both on upland and on lowland that is slightly elevated and mostly not protected by embankments. Agriculture, labour, livestock rearing and trade are the main livelihood activities.
[bookmark: _Toc448141313]3.4 Average Land Area Owned by Agricultural Households
The average land area owned by an agricultural household in Rakhine is 4.5 acres.[footnoteRef:51] [51:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. IHLCA Project Technical Unit. “Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey in Myanmar (2009-2010): Poverty Profile.” Yangon: IHLCA PTU. June 2011, p.41. Web. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141314]3.5 Landless Rate in Agriculture
 According to IHLCA-2 survey data, the landless rate in agriculture in Rakhine is high, accounting for 24.6% of the population.[footnoteRef:52] In the Giri-affected townships of Kyaukpyu, Minbya, Myebon and Pauktaw the landless rate was found to be 52%.[footnoteRef:53] The figure increases as we move up to Northern Rakhine, where about 60% of the households are characterised as part of the landless population.[footnoteRef:54]  [52:  Ibid., p.43]  [53:  World Food Programme (WFP). Vulnerability, Analysis and Mapping Unit (VAM). “Food Security Assessment in Four Townships affected by Cyclone Giri: Kyaukpyu, Minbya, Myebon and Pauktaw of Rakhine State, Myanmar.” Myanmar: WFP. February 2011, p.17. Web.]  [54:  World Food Programme (WFP). “Food Security Assessment in Northern Rakhine State Myanmar.” Myanmar: WFP. February 2011, p.13. Web] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141315]3.6 Agricultural Land Usage
In Rakhine, 85% of agricultural land under cultivation used for rice paddy cultivation. Coconut and nipa palm also important crops.[footnoteRef:55] However, only about 30-35% of agricultural farmland was reported to be under cultivation in 2013.[footnoteRef:56] [55:  United Nations Development Programme (UNDP). “Local Governance Mapping: Mapping Highlights in Rakhine State.” Myanmar: UNDP. 2015. Web.]  [56:  IRIN News. “Ethnic tensions hit livelihoods in Western Myanmar.” 23 September 2013. Web.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141316]3.7 Estimated Net Incomes from 1 Ac of Paddy
It is estimated that a farmer in Rakhine can earn up to MMK 200,000 annually from one acre of paddy. However, variations exist according to seasonal rainfall patterns, as well as the ability of the farmer to sell the produce at a competitive price.[footnoteRef:57] [57:  Livelihoods and Food Security Trust (LIFT) Fund and CARE International, Myanmar. “Tat Lan Sustainable Food Security and Livelihoods Program: Baseline Assessment.” Myanmar: CARE. November 2014. Print. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141317]3.8 Unemployment Rate
Rakhine has the highest unemployment rate (15-64 years) in Myanmar, accounting for 10.4% of the state population.[footnoteRef:58] Kayah has the second highest unemployment rate, accounting for 7.5% of the state population. Shan state on the other hand has the lowest unemployment rate at 2% compared to the 4% at national level.[footnoteRef:59] [58:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Department of Population, Ministry of Immigration and Population. “Rakhine State: Census Report Volume 3-K.” dop.gov.mm. May 2015, p.2. Web. ]  [59:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Department of Population, Ministry of Immigration and Population. “The Union Report: Census Report Volume 2.” dop.gov.mm. May 2015, p.29. Web.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141318]3.9 Labour Force Participation Rate
In Rakhine has the lowest labour force participation rate in Myanmar. Around 58.8% of the population aged 15 years and older is economically active as compared to 67% at the national level. Kayin state comes close, with 60.7% of its population aged 15 years and older being economically active. Shan state performs best on this indicator, with a labour force participation rate of 77.5%.[footnoteRef:60] [60:  Ibid.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141319]3.10 Migration
According to census data, 115,502 former conventional household members from Rakhine were living abroad as of 2014.[footnoteRef:61] The most frequent destinations for migration from the state are Thailand (74,370 persons) and Malaysia (28,280).[footnoteRef:62] Other countries include Singapore, China, Japan, Korea, India, and USA. Almost 41% of respondents (former conventional household members) surveyed during the census reported their duration of residence abroad as between 15 months to 4 years.[footnoteRef:63]  [61:  Note: This does not include those from non-enumerated households. ]  [62:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Department of Population, Ministry of Immigration and Population. “Rakhine State: Census Report Volume 3-K.” dop.gov.mm. May 2015, p. 47. Web. ]  [63:  Ibid., p.48] 


Another study conducted in 2013 points towards the types of migration happening in some parts of Rakhine. International migration accounted for 39% of the migrating population, while domestic and seasonal migration accounted for 57% and 4% respectively.[footnoteRef:64] A process-tracing exercise done as part of the same study also revealed that social village networks, poor agricultural returns and affordable transport led to an increase in migration.[footnoteRef:65]  [64:  Livelihoods and Food Security Trust (LIFT) Fund and World Bank Group. “Qualitative Social and Economic Monitoring of Livelihoods in Myanmar (QSEM) - Round 4.” Myanmar: WBG. December 2014, p.18. Web. ]  [65:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141320]3.11 Emerging Industries
Although agriculture and fishing continue to dominate economic activity in Rakhine, tourism, oil, and gas are now recognised as emerging industries in the state with the potential to contribute to economic development and increased local employment.[footnoteRef:66] However, the control of emerging industries dependent on natural resources such as oil and gas is also source of tension between the local population and the central government, with the former questioning the extent to which such industries will contribute directly to state development.  [66:  United Nations Development Programme (UNDP). “Local Governance Mapping: Mapping Highlights in Rakhine State.” Myanmar: UNDP. 2015. Web. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141321]3.12 Special Economic Zone in Kyaukpyu
In September 2013, the government announced its plan to build a large special economic zone (SEZ) located four miles from Kyaukpyu Township in Rakhine state.[footnoteRef:67] The official stance on the project emphasizes the vast socio-economic benefits that the deep sea project will bring to the Kyaukphyu area as well as Rakhine, with its focus on carrying out environmentally sustainable development that will fulfil Myanmar’s potential as a trade corridor between Africa/Middle East and China.[footnoteRef:68]  [67:  Aung, Nyan Lin. Myanmar Times. “Winner postponed for Kyaukphyu.” 19 January 2015. Web. ]  [68:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. “Kyauk Phyu Special Economic Zone.” kpsez.org. Web.] 


The project however, has been the subject of numerous official delays in the tender selection process, accompanied by local disputes over lack of local oversight and transparency in the process. Following the development of a master plan for the tender process by a Singapore-based consortium led by CPG Consultants[footnoteRef:69], phase one of the selection process was initially scheduled to end in December 2014.[footnoteRef:70] The announcement of winners however, was delayed to February 2015.[footnoteRef:71] It was also reported that local firms had expressed criticism over the lack of domestic competitors in the final round of selection.[footnoteRef:72] The announcement was postponed for a second time in early March 2015, with reports of a lack of consensus between the tender committee and some of the foreign bidders.[footnoteRef:73]  [69:  Ibid. ]  [70:  Aung, Nyan Lin. Myanmar Times. “Winner postponed for Kyaukphyu.” 19 January 2015. Web. ]  [71:  Ibid. ]  [72:  Ibid. ]  [73:  Aung, Nyan Lynn. Myanmar Times. “Kyaukphyu tender stuck in negotiations.” 5 March 2015. Web.] 


In December 2015, the government reserved 4289.32 acres of land for the Kyaukpyu SEZ project.[footnoteRef:74] It was decided that the zone would comprise of two deep sea ports of 148 hectares and 95 hectares in extent respectively, a 978-hectare industrial zone and a high-end housing project covering 494 hectares.[footnoteRef:75]The Regional Master Plan also included a special agricultural zone in Ramree township and a tourism zone centred on the natural environment of Manaung township.[footnoteRef:76]The Bid Evaluation and Awarding Committee (BEAC) finally announced the winners of the tender process on 30 December 2015, awarding the tender to build the deep sea ports and industrial zone to a Chinese consortium led by the China International Trust and Investment Corporation (CITIC) Construction Company, together with four other Chinese companies and one Thai firm.[footnoteRef:77] The tender for the housing project was rejected as the bids did not meet the committee’s requirements.[footnoteRef:78] The announcement and associated delays came under criticism, with local protesters demanding that the project be suspended until the new NLD government comes into power.[footnoteRef:79] [74:  Thant, Htoo. Myanmar Times. “Govt reserves land for Rakhine state SEZ.” 7 December 2015. Web.]  [75:  Ibid. ]  [76:  Ibid. ]  [77:  The Global New Light of Myanmar. “SEZ Moves to Next Stage: CITIC wins lion’s share of Kyaukphyu Special Economic Zone development.” 30 December 2015. Print. ]  [78:  Ibid. ]  [79:  Aung, Htin Linn. Myanmar Times. “Rakhine locals to dispute SEZ tender.” 8 January 2016. Web. ] 


In early January 2016, local residents in Rakhine lodged complaints with a Kyaukpyu special economic zone committee following the announcement of the winners.[footnoteRef:80] Locals have been particularly concerned about the controversial history of Chinese-led development in Myanmar, as well as specific concerns regarding the 70-year long lease that the consortium will have over the land and efforts to keep the long-term interest of the locals in mind.[footnoteRef:81]  [80:  Ibid. ]  [81:  Ibid. ] 










[bookmark: _Toc448141322]SECTION FOUR: THE SOCIAL CONTEXT
[bookmark: _Toc448141323]4.1 Food Security and Nutrition
Note on Nutrition Terminology: This report is based on nutrition statistics from different sources and uses terminology extracted directly from a specific source. For this reason, variations in terminology might arise. Although extensive care has been taken to ensure that such variations are minimised to ensure better comparison, any limitations arising from terminological difference have been highlighted in the footnotes. 
[bookmark: _Toc448141324]4.1.1 Food Insecurity
The incidence of food insecurity (urban and rural) in Rakhine remains high. A study conducted in four townships affected by Cyclone Giri (Kyaukphyu, Myebon, Minbya, and Pauktaw), found the estimated proportion of food insecure households as 69.8%. Around 49.5% of the surveyed housholds in these townships were found to be moderately food insecure, while 20.3% were severely food insecure.[footnoteRef:82]  [82:  World Food Programme (WFP). Vulnerability, Analysis and Mapping Unit (VAM). “Food Security Assessment in Four Townships affected by Cyclone Giri: Kyaukpyu, Minbya, Myebon and Pauktaw of Rakhine State, Myanmar.” Myanmar: WFP. February 2011, p.3. Web. Note: The source uses consumption and coping strategy perspectives combined with access to give indications on the household food security situation in the surveyed areas. ] 


Similarly, a study conducted in Northern Rakhine revealed that 22% of the households in the region are food secure. However, the share of households classified as severely food insecure increased from 38% in 2009 to 45% in 2011. The incidence of moderate food insecurity was found to be 33%.[footnoteRef:83]  [83:  World Food Programme (WFP). “Food Security Assessment in Northern Rakhine State Myanmar.” Myanmar: WFP. February 2011, p.3. Web. ] 


The IHLCA-2 also uses ‘food poverty’ as an indicator characterising a level of extreme hardship. It corresponds to the amount required to meet caloric requirements assuming that all household income is spent on food.[footnoteRef:84] According to data from the IHLCA-2, food poverty affects almost 10% of the population in the state.[footnoteRef:85] [84:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. IHLCA Project Technical Unit. “Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey in Myanmar (2009-2010): Poverty Profile.” Yangon: IHLCA PTU. June 2011, p.7. Web.]  [85:  Ibid., p.xi ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141325]4.1.2 Causes of Food Insecurity
Leading causes of food insecurity in the state are low access to agricultural land, and limited purchasing power. This is directly affected by the high rate of landlessness in Rakhine, as well as periods of food shortage experienced during the months of July, August, and September when majority of the households borrow food from either family/friends or shopkeepers on credit.[footnoteRef:86] [86:  Livelihoods and Food Security Trust Fund (LIFT) and CARE International, Myanmar. “Tat Lan Sustainable Food Security and Livelihoods Program: Baseline Assessment.” Myanmar: CARE. November 2014. Print. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141326]4.1.3 Malnutrition in IDP Camps
The situation is further compounded by poor living conditions within IDP camps in Rakhine. The severe acute malnutrition (SAM) rate in rural camps in the state stands at 4.5%, whereas the global acute malnutrition (GAM) rate in rural camps stands at 14.4%. The GAM rate in urban camps is 3.1%.[footnoteRef:87]  [87: United Nations Office for Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (UNOCHA). “Rakhine Response Plan (Myanmar): July 2012 - December 2013.” Myanmar: UNOCHA. August 2013, p.27. Web. Note: The UNOCHA data is based on results from Nutrition Surveys conducted by Save the Children and Action Contre la Faim in Sittwe IDP camps in December 2012 and January 2013. The source does not define SAM and GAM explicitly. The recognised WHO standard definition of SAM recognises two manifestations in the form of severe wasting and/or nutritional oedema. On the other hand, GAM is interpreted as the sum of SAM and MAM (Moderate Acute Malnutrition).] 


The highest rates of GAM and SAM are reported from Buthidaung (26.5% GAM, 1.7% SAM), and Maungdaw (24.9% GAM, 4.7% SAM.[footnoteRef:88]  [88:  Ibid.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141327]4.1.4 Nutrition and Food Security
Although reliable local data on the relationship between nutrition and food security is not widely available, a baseline study conducted in 4 townships of Rakhine (Pauktaw, Kyaukpyu, Minbya, and Myebon) reveals an average HDDS (household dietary diversity score) of 5.0 with no significant difference between male and female headed households.[footnoteRef:89] Similarly, within the sample townships, 28.7% households had a HDDS score or 7.0 or more.[footnoteRef:90] For most households, the months of July, August and September were the months when they were most likely to experience food shortage.[footnoteRef:91]  [89:  Livelihoods and Food Security Trust (LIFT) Fund and CARE International, Myanmar. “Tat Lan Sustainable Food Security and Livelihoods Program: Baseline Assessment.” Myanmar: CARE. November 2014, p.10. Print. Note: The HDDS score was calculated using a household questionnaire that proposed 21 food groups, and answers to the questionnaire had to refer to food eaten the day before the interview. ]  [90:  Ibid.]  [91:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141328]4.2 Child Well-being
The indicators for child well-being in Rakhine present a state level situation that is similar to maternal well-being in terms of challenges faced and infrastructure needed to support the needs of the population. Key indicators such as underweight, stunting, and wasting are often markedly different from the national averages, and conflict-sensitivity compounds overall prospects for children as a vulnerable population in the state. 

Stunting has long-term effects on a child’s development and economic potential.  Children who get good nutrition in the first 1000 days from conception complete more grades of school and earn up to 21% more as adults. Children who get the right nutrition in the 1000 day ‘window of opportunity’ are 10 times less likely to die of childhood diseases.[footnoteRef:92] The Global Nutrition Report states that high levels of stunting can reduce a country’s GNP by 7–11%. Poor nutrition is linked to 45% of child deaths.[footnoteRef:93] High rates of stunting and wasting represent one of the most urgent socio-economic challenges confronting Rakhine today. [92:  Save the Children. “Nutrition in the First 1000 Days: State of the World’s Mothers 2012.” May 2012. Web. ]  [93:  International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI). “Global Nutrition Report 2015: Actions and accountability to advance nutrition and sustainable development.” Washington, DC: IFPRI. 2015. Web. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141329]4.2.1 Child Mortality
According to the UNICEF, in 2013 the under-five mortality rate (per 1000 births) in Rakhine was around 26.9% against 23.6% nationally.[footnoteRef:94] The 2014 census data however, states under-5 child mortality as 75 deaths per 1000 live births (7.5%) as compared to 72 deaths per 1000 live births (7.2%) nationally.[footnoteRef:95] The exclusion of non-enumerated populations in the census might account for this difference.  [94:  United Nations Office for Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (UNOCHA). “Rakhine Response Plan (Myanmar): July 2012 - December 2013.” Myanmar: UNOCHA. August 2013, p.7. Web. Note: The UNOCHA data is based on the Ministry of National Planning and Economic Development, CSO, Statistical Yearbook 2011; Health Management Information System (2011); Myanmar Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (2009-10); Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey (2009-10); Fertility and Reproductive Health Survey (2007); and Reproductive Needs Assessment (1999).]  [95:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Department of Population, Ministry of Immigration and Population. “Rakhine State: Census Report Volume 3-K.” dop.gov.mm. May 2015, p.14. Web.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141330]4.2.2 Malnutrition
Under-five severe malnutrition in Rakhine is estimated to be 16.3% at the state level as compared to 9.1% nationally.[footnoteRef:96]  [96:  United Nations Office for Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (UNOCHA). “Rakhine Response Plan (Myanmar): July 2012 - December 2013.” Myanmar: UNOCHA. August 2013, p.7. Web. Note: The source does not specify the definition of ‘severe malnutrition’ including whether the statistic accounts for indicators underweight, and severe wasting and/or nutritional oedema. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141331]4.2.3 Underweight
The percentage of children aged 0-59 months with weight for age measured below -2 SD (standard deviation) from the WHO reference standard stands at 37.4% in Rakhine compared to 22.6% nationally.[footnoteRef:97] [97:  United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). “Rakhine State: A Snapshot of Child Wellbeing.” Myanmar: UNICEF. 2013, p.4. Web. Note: UNICEF, 2013 data is based on results of the Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) 2009-10.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141332]4.2.4 Stunting
The percentage of children aged 0-59 months with height for age measured below -2 SD from the WHO reference standard stands at 49.9% in Rakhine compared to 35.1% nationally.[footnoteRef:98] [98:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141333]4.2.5 Wasting
The percentage of children aged 0-59 months with weight for height measured below -2 SD from the WHO reference standard stands at 10.8% in Rakhine compared to 7.9% nationally.[footnoteRef:99]  [99:  Ibid. ] 


Note on Measurement: A figure below -2 SD from the WHO reference standards for weight for age, height for age, and weight for height indicates moderate to severe levels of underweight, stunting, and wasting respectively. 
[bookmark: _Toc448141334]4.2.6 Exclusively Breastfed 
The percentage of children aged 0-5 months who are exclusively breastfed stands at 1.3% in Rakhine (lowest incidence) compared to 23.6% nationally.[footnoteRef:100] [100:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141335]4.2.7 Immunization
The percentage of children aged 12-23 months who received DPT3 (diphtheria, pertussis, and tetanus) vaccinations is 99.4% in Rakhine and 97.8% nationally, although these figures might only be representative of children who were either born in a health facility or had subsequent access to healthcare.[footnoteRef:101] [101:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141336]4.2.8 HIV-Testing for Infants
The percentage of infants born to HIV-positive women receiving a virological test for HIV within 2 months of birth is 6.3% in Rakhine and 9.5% nationally.[footnoteRef:102] [102:  Ibid. Note: UNICEF, 2013 data is based on the Myanmar National AIDS Programme 2012 and likely not representative at the state/regional level. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141337]4.2.9 ART for PMTCT
The percentage of HIV-positive pregnant women who received antiretroviral drugs to reduce the risk of mother to child transmission of HIV during pregnancy, delivery and breastfeeding stands at 84.2% in Rakhine and 82% nationally.[footnoteRef:103]  [103:  Ibid.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141338]4.3 Maternal Well-being
Key indicators for maternal well-being in Rakhine perform poorly. However, comparative national statistics reveal a story that is similar to the rest of Myanmar, albeit more challenging. 
For instance, the maternal mortality rate (per 1000 births) in Rakhine stands at 1.4% as compared to 1.2% nationally.[footnoteRef:104]  [104:  United Nations Office for Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (UNOCHA). “Rakhine Response Plan (Myanmar): July 2012 - December 2013.” Myanmar: UNOCHA. August 2013, p.7. Web. Note: The UNOCHA data is based on the Ministry of National Planning and Economic Development, CSO, Statistical Yearbook 2011; Health Management Information System (2011); Myanmar Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (2009-10); Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey (2009-10); Fertility and Reproductive Health Survey (2007); and Reproductive Needs Assessment (1999).] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141339]4.3.1 Ante-Natal Care
Ante-natal care for pregnant women in Myanmar is an important indicator of maternal well-being. Within this however, there are vast variations between quantity and quality of care provided. The percentage of pregnant women receiving ante-natal care one or more times during pregnancy stands at 88.7% in Rakhine and 93.1% nationally.[footnoteRef:105] However, in terms of quality of care, the percentage of pregnant women who had a urine specimen taken during an ante-natal care visit (among other routine antenatal tests recommended for uncomplicated pregnancies) stands at 32.2% in Rakhine as opposed to a 56.9% nationally.[footnoteRef:106] [105:  United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). “Rakhine State: A Snapshot of Child Wellbeing.” Myanmar: UNICEF. 2013, p.4. Web. Note: UNICEF, 2013 data is based on results of the Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) 2009-10.]  [106:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141340]4.3.2 Births in Health Facility
Similarly, the percentage of ever married women aged between 15-49 years of age who delivered in a health facility is 11.7% in Rakhine and 36.2% nationally[footnoteRef:107], reflecting a lack of comprehensive maternal health coverage at state as well as national level.  [107:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141341]4.3.3 HIV-Testing for Pregnant Women
There is little reliable data on the prevalence of HIV in Rakhine, although data from the Myanmar National AIDS Programme 2012 suggests that the percentage of women attending ante-natal care who tested for HIV and received the result is 20.6% in Rakhine as opposed to 51% nationally.[footnoteRef:108]  [108:  Ibid. ] 


Overall, the maternal health situation in Rakhine indicates that the state is confronted with challenges in securing a better health infrastructure. 
[bookmark: _Toc448141342]4.4 Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH)
The WHO estimates that up to 50% of undernutrition[footnoteRef:109] and 88% of all diarrhoea cases[footnoteRef:110] are attributable to unsafe water, inadequate sanitation and inappropriate hygiene practices. [109:  Fewtrell, L., Prüss-Üstün, A., Bos, R., Gore, F., & Bartram, J. “Water, sanitation and hygiene: quantifying the health impact at national and local levels in countries with incomplete water supply and sanitation coverage.” WHO Environmental Burden of Disease Series, No. 15. Geneva: World Health Organization. 2007. Web. ]  [110:  United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). “Progress for children: a report card on water and sanitation.” September 2006. Web. ] 

WASH characteristics at the household level in Rakhine indicate poor access to safe drinking water and hygienic sanitation facilities. The state has the highest incidence of open defecation (40.7%) in the country, as opposed to a 7% national average.[footnoteRef:111]  [111:  United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). “Rakhine State: A Snapshot of Child Wellbeing.” Myanmar: UNICEF. 2013, p.4. Web. Note: UNICEF, 2013 data is based on results of the Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) 2009-10.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141343]4.4.1 Population with Access to Improved Water
The percentage of households using improved water sources stands at 57.7% in Rakhine against 82.3% nationally.[footnoteRef:112] Recent census data suggests however that percentage of households using improved drinking water sources stands at only 37.8% in Rakhine.[footnoteRef:113]  [112:  Ibid. Note: UNICEF, 2013 data is based on results of the Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) 2009-10. An improved water source includes piped water on premises (piped households water connection located inside the user’s dwelling, plot or yard), and other improved drinking water sources (public taps or standpipes, tube wells or boreholes, protected dug wells, protected springs, and rainwater collection).]  [113:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Department of Population, Ministry of Immigration and Population. “Rakhine State: Census Report Volume 3-K.” dop.gov.mm. May 2015, p.3. Web. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141344]4.4.2 Population with Access to Improved Sanitation
The percentage of households with access to sanitary means of excreta disposal stands at 48% in Rakhine against 84.6% nationally.[footnoteRef:114] Recent census data suggests that the numbers might be lower however, with only 31.8% households in Rakhine having access to improved sanitation.[footnoteRef:115]  [114:  United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). “Rakhine State: A Snapshot of Child Wellbeing.” Myanmar: UNICEF. 2013, p.4. Web. Note: UNICEF, 2013 data is based on results of the Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) 2009-10.]  [115:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Department of Population, Ministry of Immigration and Population. “Rakhine State: Census Report Volume 3-K.” dop.gov.mm. May 2015, p.4. Web. ] 


*A more detailed outlook of characteristics related to WASH is also covered in the sub-section on Housing Conditions below. 
[bookmark: _Toc448141345]4.5 Education
The literacy rate among 15-24 year olds in Rakhine is 80.1% as compared to the national average of 95.8%.[footnoteRef:116] The state however, continues to have the lowest literacy rate in the country, followed by Shan at 89.7%, while the highest literacy rate is found in Sagaing and Kayah at 98.8%.[footnoteRef:117] Recent census data suggests that the literacy rate among persons aged 15 years and over in the state is 84.7% (92.2% male, and 78.7% female).[footnoteRef:118] However, a social indicator such as education has various aspects to it. In the regional context of Rakhine, availability, access, and quality represent a set of separate but interconnected issues.  [116:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. IHLCA Project Technical Unit. “Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey in Myanmar (2009-2010): MGD Data Report.” Yangon: IHLCA PTU. June 2011, p.24. Web.]  [117:  Ibid.]  [118:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Department of Population, Ministry of Immigration and Population. “Rakhine State: Census Report Volume 3-K.” dop.gov.mm. May 2015, p.1. Web. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141346]4.5.1 Availability
In terms of availability, one recent survey conducted among 2,342 people across 10 townships from all five districts in Rakhine revealed that education is reported as widely available.[footnoteRef:119] The survey report states that more than 95% respondents said that some form of education is available in their ward or village. These findings were consistent across all ten townships, with 89% of the respondents in each township saying that there was a school in their ward or village.[footnoteRef:120] The overall net enrollment rate stands at 71.4% at the primary school level, and 32% at the secondary school level.[footnoteRef:121] However, religious and ethnic differences in access and quality still remain.  [119:  Centre for Diversity and National Harmony. “Rakhine State Needs Assessment.” Myanmar: CDNH. September 2015, p.94. Web. ]  [120:  Ibid. ]  [121:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. IHLCA Project Technical Unit. “Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey in Myanmar (2009-2010): MGD Data Report.” Yangon: IHLCA PTU. June 2011, p.21. Web.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141347]4.5.2 Access
In terms of access, 92% of Rakhine report having access to a government school in the state, whereas only 63% of Muslims report having the same.[footnoteRef:122] Muslims report greater reliance on community schools (17%), schools run by international organizations or NGOs (9%) or religious institutions (6%).[footnoteRef:123] Around 70% of Rakhine and 81% Muslims (including Muslims in camps) report sending their children to school, though some variation is visible by township.[footnoteRef:124] Limited access to high school education is also reported by other minorities in Rakhine, particularly by the Chin people because the government provides only one high school for the main village tract in the Chin dominated areas.[footnoteRef:125] It is worth noting that lack of access to higher education is a major concern for Muslims living in Rakhine. Since 2000, perceived discrimination and practical restrictions on freedom of movement have resulted in Muslims being unable to attend government run technical vocational education and training (TVET) schools as well as university in or outside of Rakhine.[footnoteRef:126]  [122:  Centre for Diversity and National Harmony. “Rakhine State Needs Assessment.” Myanmar: CDNH. September 2015, p.95. Web. ]  [123:  Ibid.]  [124:  Ibid. ]  [125:  Ibid., p.96]  [126:  Ibid., p.97] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141348]4.5.3 Quality 
In terms of quality, access to teachers is cited as the main area of concern. Overall, 56% residents from the surveyed areas report having adequate access to teachers.[footnoteRef:127] There are slight variations however, with 62% of Rakhine, 55% of Muslims, and 46% of camp residents report having adequate access to teachers.[footnoteRef:128]  [127:  Ibid., p.95. Note: The source includes government appointed teachers as well as community and religious teachers when discussing access. ]  [128:  Ibid.] 


Nevertheless, progress has been made in expanding the forms of education available to the population, including government schools, community schools, religious institutions, temporary learning centres (26 TLCs in 18 townships constructed by UNICEF, and 8 TLCs constructed by the government), non-formal primary education schemes, and life skills education for adolescents.[footnoteRef:129]  [129:  Centre for Diversity and National Harmony. “Rakhine State Needs Assessment.” Myanmar: CDNH. September 2015, p.94-97. Web.; United Nations Office for Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (UNOCHA). “Rakhine Response Plan (Myanmar): July 2012 - December 2013.” Myanmar: UNOCHA. August 2013, p.21. Web.] 


The overall matriculation rate remains low in Rakhine, although there has been a 5% increase from 18% in the 2013/14 academic year to 23.13% in the 2014/15 academic year.[footnoteRef:130]   [130:  Centre for Diversity and National Harmony. “Rakhine State Needs Assessment.” Myanmar: CDNH. September 2015, p.97. Web.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141349]4.6 Housing Conditions
Housing conditions and infrastructure in Rakhine remains largely underdeveloped in comparison to the rest of the country. Access to electricity, energy sources of cooking and lighting, improved water, and improved sanitation facilities are the key areas of concern. 
[bookmark: _Toc448141350]4.6.1 Access to Electricity
According to the IHLCA-2, 26.4% of the population in Rakhine has access to electricity as compared to 48.8% nationally (although no new figures are available on access to electricity, the patterns of electrification in the state are known to have improved significantly, especially in urban areas, since 2009-10).[footnoteRef:131] In terms of poverty status, 7.4% of the poor and 37.4% of the non-poor population in Rakhine has access to electricity.[footnoteRef:132] There are similar variations according to strata, with 76.7% of urban population and 11.5% of rural population having access.[footnoteRef:133]  [131:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. IHLCA Project Technical Unit. “Integrated Household Living Conditions Survey in Myanmar (2009-2010): Poverty Profile.” Yangon: IHLCA PTU. June 2011, p.67. Web. Note: Although no new figures are available on access to electricity, the patterns of electrification in the state are known to have improved significantly, especially in urban areas, since 2009-10.The IHLCA-2 statistics are based on questionnaire responses to questions about the main source of lighting in the respondent’s dwelling, including provisions from public, communal and private sources. ]  [132:  Ibid.]  [133:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141351]4.6.2 Main Sources of Energy for Cooking
In Rakhine, the main sources of energy for cooking are firewood (88.9%), charcoal (7.7%), electricity (1.4%), kerosene  (1%), other (0.7%), coal (0.3%), LPG (less than 0.1%), and biogas (less than 0.1%).[footnoteRef:134]  [134:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Department of Population, Ministry of Immigration and Population. “Rakhine State: Census Report Volume 3-K.” dop.gov.mm. May 2015, p.3. Web. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141352]4.6.3 Main Sources of Energy for Lighting
The main sources of energy for lighting are candle (59%), electricity (12.8%), kerosene (11.8%), private generator (8.9%), battery (3.8%), solar energy (3.2%), other (0.3%), and private water mill (0.2%).[footnoteRef:135]  [135:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141353]4.6.4 Main Sources of Drinking Water
The main sources of improved drinking water are protected well/spring (28.6%), tap water/piped (5%), tube well, borehole (3.4%), and bottled/purified water (0.8%).[footnoteRef:136]  [136:  Ibid.] 


The main sources of unimproved drinking water are pool/pond/lake (50.3%), unprotected well/spring (5.5%), river/stream/canal (3.9%), waterfall/rainwater (1.8%), and other (0.7%).[footnoteRef:137]  [137:  Ibid.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141354]4.6.5 Main Sources of Water for Non-Drinking Use
The main sources of water for non-drinking use are pool/pond/lake (49.8%), protected well/spring (24.9%), river/stream/canal (6.8%), tap water/piped (6.1%), unprotected well/spring (5.5%), tube well, borehole (4.4%), waterfall/rainwater (1.8%), bottled/purified water (less than 0.1%), and other (0.7%).[footnoteRef:138]  [138:  Ibid., p.4] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141355]4.6.6 Types of Toilet
According to census data, improved sanitation facilities (31.8%) include water seal improved pit latrine (31.2%) and flush (0.6%).[footnoteRef:139]  [139:  Ibid.] 


Unimproved facilities (68.2%) include no sanitary facilities (62.9%), bucket or surface latrine (2.9%), traditional pit latrine (1.4%), and other (1%).[footnoteRef:140]  [140:  Ibid. ] 





















[bookmark: _Toc448141356]SECTION FIVE: CONFLICT
[bookmark: _Toc448141357]5.1 A Brief History 
The history of conflict in Rakhine has been described as fuelled by a “toxic mixture of historical centre-periphery tensions, serious intercommunal and inter-religious conflict with minority Muslim communities, and extreme poverty and under-development.”[footnoteRef:141] Historically, relations between the Rakhine and Muslim communities have been difficult, with the former viewing the latter as a threat to their identity. The tensions, however, need to be understood in the broader historical experience of Myanmar. It has been recognised that “the grievances of the Rakhine are similar to those of Myanmar’s other ethnic minorities - including longstanding discrimination by the state, a lack of political control over their own affairs, economic marginalisation, human rights abuses, and restrictions on language and cultural expression.”[footnoteRef:142] The strong, continued influence of the Sangha (Buddhist monks, considered veteran members of Burmese society) over various aspects of political and non-political life in Myanmar is especially relevant in this regard.  [141:  International Crisis Group. “Myanmar: The Politics of Rakhine State.” Yangon, Brussels: ICG. 22 October 2014, p.i. Web. ]  [142:  Ibid. ] 


The Muslims from Rakhine are considered descendants of Moorish, Persian and Arab traders who arrived around the 9th century, and settled with the local populations.[footnoteRef:143] Up until World War II there was little evidence of tension and/or conflict between the Buddhist and Muslim communities in Rakhine itself,[footnoteRef:144] although the earliest documented incident of communal clashes prior to independence is said to have occurred in Yangon in 1938.[footnoteRef:145] However, the Japanese invasion of Burma in 1942 is believed to have sparked serious inter-communal tensions in Rakhine, with the Rakhine Buddhists lending support to the Japanese while the minority Muslims continued to remain loyal to the British.[footnoteRef:146]  [143:  Far Eastern Economic Review. “Distant Exile: Rohingyas seek new life in Middle East.” Hong Kong: FEER. 28 January 1993, p.24. Web. ]  [144:  Ibid. ]  [145:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Myanmar Information Services. “On the Communal Violence in Myanmar.” Myanmar: MIS. September 2013, p.2. Web.]  [146:  Far Eastern Economic Review. “Distant Exile: Rohingyas seek new life in Middle East.” Hong Kong: FEER. 28 January 1993, p.24. Web. ] 


The experience of British colonialism has much to do with the present day sentiment that runs deep in the relationship between the Buddhists and Muslims of Rakhine. After the conclusion of the First Anglo-Burmese War in 1826, the freedom of entry and movement allowed to Indian nationals in Burma led to the eventual socialization of inter-communal competitiveness heavily derived from conceptions of economic opportunity and social advantage.[footnoteRef:147]The independence of Burma from the British in 1948 brought little resolution or respite for either side, and the onset of Burmese authoritarian rule in 1962 only served to strengthen the communal rhetoric in Rakhine. [147:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Myanmar Information Services. “On the Communal Violence in Myanmar.” Myanmar: MIS. September 2013, p.2. Web.] 


[bookmark: _Toc448141358]5.1.1 Post-1948
The post-independence chronology of religious persecution in Rakhine state can be traced back to the Bangladesh Liberation War of 1971, when large-scale migration into Myanmar coincided with the creation of the Arakan (now Rakhine) state in 1974.[footnoteRef:148] This was followed by the “1978 exodus”. In 1978, the then ruling Burmese Socialist Programme Party (BSPP) began the Naga Min (Dragon King) campaign with the ostensible aim of ensuring that illegal migrants living in the country without proper paperwork left immediately. A few estimates suggest that during the campaign, almost 200,000 Muslims were driven out of Rakhine state into the neighbouring state of Bangladesh.[footnoteRef:149]  [148:  Yegar, Moshe. “Between integration and secession: The Muslim communities of the Southern Philippines, Southern Thailand, and Western Burma/Myanmar.” Lanham: Lexington Books. 2002, p.37,38,44. Print. ]  [149:  Ibid. ] 


The new Citizenship Law passed in 1982 created a distinction between ethnic nationalities and foreign citizens. The passage of the new law sealed the fate of a majority of Muslims in Myanmar (especially Rakhine), as it refused to recognise them as citizens of the country unless they provided documentation that proves that their families settled in the country prior to 1948.[footnoteRef:150] The law however, did recognise the Kaman Muslims as an ethnic nationality, but they accounted for a very small proportion of the larger Muslim population in the country.  [150:  Burma Citizenship Law,  15 October 1982. Web.; Radio Free Asia. “Citizenship only for Myanmar’s ‘Legal’ Rohingyas.” 12 July 2013. Web. ] 


A decade later, there was a resurgence of mass migration into Bangladesh during the “1991-92 refugee exodus” from Rakhine state. Refugees are said to have described large-scale abuses of human rights by the Burmese military in northern Rakhine, and some observers have also suggested that the anti-Muslim campaigns were rooted in the military government’s desire to use the already existing tensions between the two communities to distract the Buddhist Burman population from the political excesses being committed by the military in the rest of the country.[footnoteRef:151] (For further reading on the interplay between religion and politics, particularly the role of Temporary Registration Cards (TRCs) in Rakhine state elections and census mapping, see reports by ICG and CDNH.) [151:  Far Eastern Economic Review. “A Danger to Themselves.” Hong Kong: FEER. 29 August 1991, p.26. Print.; Amnesty International. "Union of Myanmar (Burma): Human rights Violations against Muslims in the Rakhine (Arakan) state". AI Index: ASA 16/06/92. London: Amnesty International. 30 April 1992. Web.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141359]5.1.2 The Na Ta La Scheme
In the early 1990s, the Ministry of Progress of Border Areas, National Races and Development (also known as Na Ta La) was put in charge of executing a new resettlement scheme initiated by the government. In a bid to control the Muslim-dominated periphery areas of the country, particularly in northern Rakhine state, the government decided to shift Buddhist communities from the central areas of Myanmar to the more remote areas of the northwest.[footnoteRef:152] The populations transferred mostly consisted of prisoners who were offered an early release in exchange for their agreement to settle in newly built Na Ta La model villages, as well as homeless people from cities such as Yangon and Mandalay.[footnoteRef:153] The model villages were surrounded by paddy fields, and those who took up the offer were also offered houses, a monthly supply of essential supplies, and in some cases an additional one-time compensatory payment. It is widely speculated that the model villages were constructed on land seized from the migrant Muslim inhabitants of the state.[footnoteRef:154]  [152:  Wade, Francis. Los Angeles Review of Books. “West Bank of the East: Burma’s Social Engineering Project.” 7 November 2015. Web. ]  [153:  Ibid. ]  [154:  Ibid. ] 


The Na Ta La village project has been viewed by international observers as a systematic attempt by the Burmese military government to tackle the rapid settlement of migrants in northern Rakhine state, which is viewed as a direct threat to the aim of national consolidation. The model villages were subsequently also offered to the Rakhine communities seeking to return back to Myanmar from the border areas of Bangladesh, in order to substantially increase the concentration of Buddhist and Bamar populations in the region.[footnoteRef:155]  [155:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141360]5.2 Outbreak of Riots in 2012
In June and October 2012, two major episodes of communal violence broke out in Rakhine. The first bout of violence occurred between 28 May and 28 June, 2012 after the gangrape and murder of an ethnic Rakhine woman by a group of Muslim men close to a village in Ramree township.[footnoteRef:156] The culprits were arrested, and the case was on its way to being dealt with by the law.[footnoteRef:157] The murder of a group of ten Muslim men by a group of Rakhine in the township of Taunggyoke in Thandwe district, however, triggered various episodes of violent clashes across the state.[footnoteRef:158] Throughout the month of June 2012, the violence spread from the Muslim dominated township of Maungdaw, to the state capital of Sittwe where Muslim and Rakhine houses and religious sites were burnt. By the end of June, government figures estimated that 98 people were killed and 123 injured, both Muslim and Rakhine. Around 5,338 homes were destroyed and 75,000 people were displaced.[footnoteRef:159]  [156:  Mizzima. “Three death sentences given in rape-murder of Rakhine woman.” New Delhi: Mizzima. 19 June 2012. Web. ]  [157:  Ibid. ]  [158:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. Myanmar Information Services. “On the Communal Violence in Myanmar.” Myanmar: MIS. September 2013, p.3. Web.]  [159:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. “Final Report of Inquiry Commission on Sectarian Violence in Rakhine State.” 8 July 2013, p.19-20. Web.; International Crisis Group. “Myanmar: The Politics of Rakhine State.” Yangon, Brussels: ICG. 22 October 2014, p.8-9. Web. ] 


A second wave of violence erupted again in October 2012, during which Muslim citizens and the Muslim ethnic Kaman community (a recognised nationality of Myanmar) were also targeted leading to a serious escalation of conflict within the state. Government estimates suggested that 94 people were killed and 124 injured, while 3,276 homes were burned. Around 32,000 people were displaced, mostly Muslim, although 42 Rakhine Buddhist houses were also destroyed during the violence.[footnoteRef:160] Further incidents of violence were also reported between Rakhine and Kaman Muslims in Thandwe Township in October 2013, and in Maungdaw in January 2014.[footnoteRef:161] [160:  Ibid.]  [161:  Centre for Diversity and National Harmony. “Rakhine State Needs Assessment.” Myanmar: CDNH. September 2015, p.5. Web.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141361]5.3 Internal Displacement
More than 100,000 people were left homeless and internally displaced after the violence of June and October 2012.[footnoteRef:162] The Muslim populations were pushed into IDP camps and forced to live in temporary shelters constructed by international relief agencies and the government.[footnoteRef:163] At present, the inhabitants of these camps face severe restrictions on their freedom of movement, being denied permission to enter and/or return to the areas within the state which are currently inhabited by ethnic Rakhine populations.[footnoteRef:164]  [162:  The Republic of the Union of Myanmar. “Final Report of Inquiry Commission on Sectarian Violence in Rakhine State.” 8 July 2013, p.28. Web.; International Crisis Group. “Myanmar: The Politics of Rakhine State.” Yangon, Brussels: ICG. 22 October 2014, p.8-9. Web.  ]  [163:  Ibid. ]  [164:  Raymond, Russell. Freedom House. “Myanmar’s Muslim Minority: The Plight of the Rohingya.” 8 September 2015. Web.] 

There are around 68 IDP camps in Rakhine today, housing a majority of the Muslim population. Close to 100,000 of the IDPs live in camps around the town of Sittwe.[footnoteRef:165]  [165:  CCCM Cluster and Myanmar Shelter Cluster et al. “Rakhine - IDPs Camp List.” 1 June 2015. Web.] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141362]5.4 Violence in 2014
In February 2014, the international relief agency Medecins Sans Frontiers (MSF) was asked to suspend its operation in Rakhine by the government following allegations of bias in the extension of humanitarian medical services to populations within the state.[footnoteRef:166] This was followed by an incident of violence on 26-27 March when international humanitarian agencies in Sittwe were attacked by an ethnic Rakhine mob prompting the evacuation of over 300 humanitarian workers from the city. The overall damage caused by the mob violence was estimated to be over $1 million.[footnoteRef:167]  [166:  Hodal, Kate. The Guardian. “Burma tells Medécins Sans Frontières to leave state hit by sectarian violence.” 28 February 2014. Web. ]  [167:  International Crisis Group. “Myanmar: The Politics of Rakhine State.” Yangon, Brussels: ICG. 22 October 2014, p.12-13. Web. ; United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (UNOCHA). “;Humanitarian Bulletin Myanmar.” Issue 3. 1-31 March 2014. Web.; MacGregor, Fiona & Saw Myint, Shwe Yee. Myanmar Times. “Foreign aid workers to be evacuated from Sittwe.” 27 March 2014. Web.] 


The attacks came immediately after an international staff member of an aid agency reportedly removed a Buddhist flag from the organisation’s office premises, sparking rumours that she had handled the flag in a “disrespectful manner”. The official investigation into the violence found the rumour to be untrue, however the incident marked the conclusion of a long period of tensions between the local ethnic Rakhine community and the foreign agencies, with the former boycotting the latter’s attempts to conduct a census over questions of how ethnicity would be recorded in it as well as fears that it might allow Muslim inhabitants to self-identify as citizens.[footnoteRef:168] [168:  Ibid.] 


The violence halted humanitarian aid operation in Rakhine for one month and impacted the displaced as well as vulnerable populations in the state, particularly in and around Sittwe. MSF was invited to return to the state by the government in July 2014, and since then most international agencies have resumed operations, although the needs of the people remain unmatched by the scale of humanitarian access.[footnoteRef:169] [169:  Ibid. ] 

[bookmark: _Toc448141363]5.5 Chronology of Conflict in 2012 and 2014
The following table has been developed using different sources, including news reports and publications cited across this section:


	Date
	Event
	Place

	28 May, 2012
	An ethnic Rakhine woman is raped and murdered by a group of Muslim men near Ramree township
	Ramree township, Kyaukpyu district

	3 June, 2012
	A mob of ethnic Rakhine men attack a bus in Taunggyoke, killing ten Muslims
	Taunggyoke township, 
Thandwe district

	8 June, 2012
	A mob of Muslims ignites several Rakhine houses in a village in Maungdaw, riots spread to other areas in the township
	Maungdaw Township, Maungdaw district

	9 June, 2012 
	Riots continue in Maungdaw, spreading to Buthidaung township. Hundreds of Muslim and Rakhine households displaced
	Maungdaw district

	10 June, 2012
	State of emergency declared in Rakhine, military given administrative control 
	Across all 5 districts of Rakhine

	12-14 June, 2012
	Violence spreads in Sittwe town, Muslim houses and mosques burned
	Sittwe town, Sittwe district

	15-28 June, 2012
	Incidents of violence continue, and situation stabilizes towards the end of June; 10 UNHCR workers arrested by government for “stimulating the riots”
	Across all 5 districts of Rakhine, concentrated around Maungdaw and Sittwe

	October 2013
	Violence between Rakhine and Kaman Muslims 
	Thandwe township

	January 2014
	Violence between Rakhine and Kaman Muslims
	Maungdaw township

	28 Feb, 2014
	Medecins Sans Frontiers (MSF) asked to leave Myanmar by government
	Rakhine, Yangon

	26-27 March, 2014
	A mob of ethnic Rakhine attacks premises of international aid agencies in Sittwe following rumour of international aid worker mishandling Buddhist flag
	Sittwe town, Sittwe district

	27-30 March, 2014
	Foreign aid workers evacuated from in and around Sittwe
	Sittwe district

	July 2014
	MSF invited back to Rakhine by government
	Rakhine, Yangon

	September 2014
	Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) signed between MSF and govt.; international humanitarian access resumes in Rakhine
	Rakhine, Yangon
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